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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after t he mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I) 13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 October 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) £7 is/are pending in the application. 
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Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an 
application filed in the European Patent Office on 10/04/2002. It is noted, however, that 
applicant has not filed a certified copy of the 10/682009 application as required by 35 
U.S.C. 119(b). 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because at the end of abstract (line 
16), "Fig. 7" should be erased. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-7 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

(1) claim 1, line 15, "whereafter"; 

(2) claim 3, lines 3, 6, 7, "convertor" should be - converter -. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

(1) regarding claim 6: 
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A "computer program" is being recited; however a "computer program" as 
presented in the claims is directed to software per se. This subject matter is not limited 
to that which falls within a statutory category of invention because it is limited to a 
process, machine, manufacture, or a composition of matter. Software is a function 
descriptive material and a function descriptive material is non-statutory subject matter. 
Examiner suggests changing it to - computer program stored in a computer readable 
medium --. 

(2) regarding claim 7: 

A "computer readable medium comprising program code" is being recited; 
however a "computer readable medium comprising program code" as presented in the 
claims fails to complaint with appropriate claim language, thus can reasonable be 
interpreted as directed to software per se. This subject matter is not limited to that which 
falls within a statutory category of invention because it is limited to a process, machine, 
manufacture, or a composition of matter. Software is a function descriptive material and 
a function descriptive material is non-statutory subject matter. Examiner suggests 
changing it to - computer readable medium storing a program code -. Examiner also 
suggests that the applicant select one of claims 6 and 7, because they are directed to 
the same subject matter and depend on the same claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-3 and 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Benson et al. (US Patent 6,41 1,396). 
(1) regarding claim 1: 

Benson '396 discloses a method for printing computer generated images (Fig. 1, 
column 1, lines 47-48, where it is evident that printing devices print computer generated 
images), said method comprising a preparation method in which a multiple-page sheet 
is prepared for printing on a printing engine (column 1, lines 26-29, where by receiving 
the images with information about the way the should be printed is interpreted as the 
preparation step), the preparation method having as an input page description language 
(PDL) files for each page of a multiple-page sheet (column 1, lines 59-60, where there 
are PDL images being input), in which preparation method the page description 
language (PDL) files for the pages of the multiple-page sheet are converted into an 
output file in bitmap or pixelmap format for the multiple-page sheet (column 1 , lines 60- 
62, where each page is converted into bitmaps data), the preparation method 
comprising an imposition method step (column 1, lines 48-50), wherein, prior to 
imposition, each of the page description language (PDL) files of the pages to be 
combined on the multiple-page single sheet are, in a rendering method step, rendered 
into bitmaps or pixelmaps (column 1, lines 59-63, where each PDL file is rendered 
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before the sheet with the multiple pages is made), wherein said rendering method step 
encompasses imposition related operations in dependency on imposition parameters 
(column 1, lines 63-65 and column 1, lines 48-55, where the RIP performs the rendering 
part), whereafter imposition of the bitmap or pixelmap files into a sheet bitmap file is 
performed (column 1, lines 65-67, where after the images are converted to bitmap files 
the file is sent for printing). 

(2) regarding claim 2: 

Benson '396 further discloses wherein said imposition parameters at least 
comprise parameters associated with rotating the page in dependence on imposition 
(column 7, lines 47-51 , where imposition consultant rotates the image). 

(3) regarding claim 3: 

Benson '396 further discloses a system for printing computer generated images 
in the form of a multiple-page sheet on a printing engine (column 1 , lines 26-29), the 
system comprising a convertor (8 in Fig. 1, RIP) for converting an input of a plurality of 
page description language files (PDL) into a multiple-page sheet file in bitmap or 
pixelmap format for input in a printing engine (column 1, lines 60-62, where each page 
is converted into bitmaps data), said convertor comprising an impositioner for imposition 
of a multiple of pages on a multiple-page sheet (column 1, lines 48-50), wherein the 
convertor further comprises a renderer for rendering, prior to imposition, each PDL page 
file into a bitmap or pixelmap file (column 1, lines 59-63, where each PDL file is 
rendered before the sheet with the multiple pages is made), the rendering being 
performed in dependency on imposition parameters for the relevant page (column 1, 
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lines 63-65 and column 1, lines 48-55, where the RIP performs the rendering part), and 
wherein the system further comprises a device for sending the resulting bitmap or 
pixelmap files to the impositioner, for imposition of the multiple-page single file (column 
1 , lines 65-67, where after the images are converted to bitmap files the file is sent for 
printing). 

(4) regarding claims 6 and 7: 

Benson '396 further discloses a computer program comprising computer program 
code adapted to perform the method according to claim 1 or claim 2 when said program 
is run on a computer (column 8, lines 52-54). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Benson et al. (US Patent 6,411,396) as applied to claims above, and further in view of 
Benson (US Patent 6,046,818). 

(1) regarding claim 4: 

Benson '396 discloses all the subject matter as described above except for an 
input module for enabling a user to input parameters selected from the group of printing 
engine parameters and imposition parameters. 
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However, Benson '818 teaches an input module for enabling a user to input 
parameters selected from the group of printing engine parameters and imposition 
parameters (column 6, lines 34-46, where the user can define a signature which 
includes parameters). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have an input module for enabling a user to input parameters 
selected from the group of printing engine parameters and imposition parameters as 
taught by Benson '818, in the system of Benson '396. With this, there is a way for the 
user to enter the desired parameters he/she wants for the respective job, thus making 
the system user-friendlier. 

(2) regarding claim 5: 

Benson '396 discloses all the subject matter as described above except for a 
module for enabling a user to change parameters selected from the group of printing 
engine parameters and imposition parameters. 

However, Benson '818 teaches a module for enabling a user to change 
parameters selected from the group of printing engine parameters and imposition 
parameters (column 6, lines 14-17, where the user can adjust the parameters). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have a module for enabling a user to change parameters 
selected from the group of printing engine parameters and imposition parameters as 
taught by Benson '818, in the system of Benson '396. With this, there is a way for the 
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user to fixed errors that may arise during the print process, thus making the system 
user-friendlier and more reliable. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lennin R. Rodriguez whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1678. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 7:30am - 
6:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, King Poon can be reached on (571) 272-7440. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-100. 

Lennin Rodriguez 
8/5/07 




KINGY.POON 
-PRIMARY EXAMINER 



